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question does not perceive clearly that the triangle is right-angled.
But whence do I obtain any perception of the nature of my mind
clearer than that which he has of the nature of the triangle ? He is
as sure that the triangle in a semicircle has one right angle (ivhich is
the notion of a right-angled triangle) as I am in believing that 1
exist because I think.

Hence, just as a man errs in not believing that the equality of the
square on its base to the squares on its sides belongs to the nature oj
that triangle, which he clearly and distinctly knows to be right-angled,
so why am I not perhaps in the wrong in thinking that nothing else
belongs to my nature, which I clearly and distinctly know to be
something that thinks, except the fact that I am this thinking being '?
Perhaps it also belongs to my essence to be something extended.

And certainly, some one will say it is no marvel if, in deducing
my existence from the fact that I think, the idea that I form of the
self, which is in this way an object of thought, represent me to my
mind as merely a thinking being, since it has been derived from my
thinking alone. And hence from this idea, no argument can be
drawn to prove that nothing more belongs to my essence than what the
idea contains.

In addition, it can be maintained that the argument proves too
much and conducts us to the Platonic doctrine (refuted nevertheless
by our author) that nothing corporeal belongs to the essence of man,
who is hence entirely spirit, while his body is merely the vehicle of
spirit; whence, follows the definition of man as a spirit that makes
use of a body.

But if you reply that body is not absolutely excluded from my
essence, but merely in so far precisely as I am a thinking being, the
fear seems likely to arise that some one will entertain a suspicion that
the knowledge of myself, in so far as I am a thinking being, is not the
knowledge of anything fully and adequately conceived, but is knoivn
only inadequately and by a certain intellectual abstraction.

Hence, just as geometers conceive of a line as length without
breadth, and of a surface as length and breadth together loithout
depth, although there is no length apart from breadth, no breadth
without depth, some one may perhaps doubt whether everything
that thinks is not likewise something extended ; a thing in which,
nevertheless, over and above the attributes common to other extended
things, e.g. the possession of figure, motion, etc., is found this unique1
faculty of thinking. Whence it follows that while by an intellectual
1 peculiar!s cogitandi virtus.